DECISION RECORD
FOR
CLEAR CREEK RIPARIAN FENCE
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
OR-1123-1999-1116

INTRODUCTION: Following a 30-dav commment penod ot iiie Clear Creek Fenee Project
Environmental Assessment (FEAYL OR-023-19949200 16y, the Three Rivers Field Office, Bureau ol Land
Management (BLM) 15 issuing a dectsion for the construction of approximately 3.2 miles of fenee,
modihication of an existing graziny system 1o the Stinkingwuter Allutiment, development of three
springs, wid jumiper control around two springs. This will affect approximately 3.6 miles of Clear
Creck.

DECISION: Having considered a range of alternatves and associated impacts and based on the
analysis i the Clear Creek Fenee Protect A0 mv decision woamiplement the proposed action which
proposcs to mmprosve ripario and upland health, and o inprove important wildhife and wild horse
habetat and sater quality. This decision pertains only o land adminestered by the B1M.

Ratonale for Decision: T have selected the proposed action for the following reasons:

The proposed action would mcrease the health and syigor of Clear Creek riparian arcas along
approximately 3.6 miles of strean channel.

Iowill not adversely impact the Stnkimgs ater wild horse herd.,

ICwall not adversely impact the operations of the grazize pernmttee in the Stinkingwater
Allotment.

Howilt not adversely ipact the Biscuttroot Arca of Cratical Bas ronmental Coneern,
The location of s tence will require less maimtenuance thai alternative locations.

The location of this fence provides more water sources for vestock, wild horses, and other
wildhie within the northern pasture.

[ promotes and sustains healthy ceosyvstents,
Bascd on past experience there 1s a high likelihood for success.

It includes coordination with local government. tribal entities. permittees, and other State and
Federal agencies,

Public imvolvement consisted of drrect mathng to [0 ndividuals, organizations, tribes, and

agencies and a notice 1 the locas newspuaper. received one comment during the Finding of No
Swgmficant Impact EA review pertod,



It 1s in conformance with Scction 7(a)l of the Endangered Specics Act.
[t 1s in compliance with the Three Rivers Resource Management Plan (1992).

[L1s in compliance with Federal laws that mandate the management of public land resources
{Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976).

I have also considered alternatives to the proposed action including:

Adternative 11 - This alterative proposes to ereale a riparian pasture smaller than the proposced
action and develop water sources to improve riparian conditions and livestock distribution.
Approximately 3.8 miles of fence would be constructed, the existing grazing system would be
changed, s1x springs would be developed, juniper would be controlled at four spring sites, and
one reservoir would be constructed. 1 did not seleet this alternative because wild horses may
stay in the Clear Creek viparian arca longer than the proposcd alternative, fence nmaintenance
and montformy, costs would be ligher than the proposed action, and big game movement may
be mhibited where the fenee s close to or on steep slopes.

Alternatyve 1T - This alternative also proposes o create a riparian pasture smatler tlin the
proposed action to imprave riparian conditions and livestock distribution. Approximately

3.2 miles of fenee would be constructed, the existing grazing system would be changed, and no
other developments would take place. 1did not select this alternative beeause livestock would
have a greater tendency to "push” [ences close to water requiring higher maintenance and
monioring costs than the proposed action, big game movement may be inhibited where the
lenee s close to or on steep slopes, and wild and frec-roaming harse movement would e niost
restricted motis alternative.

Atlernative 1V - This alternative proposes to create a riparian exclosure and develop waler
sources to improve riparian conditions and livestock distribution. Approximately 6.3 miles of
lenee would be constructed, the exasting, erazing systent would be changed, one spring would
be developed, and jumiper would be controlled at two sites. | did not seleet this alternative
hecause there would e a small grazing increase in sage-grouse nesting arcas. two crossing
arcas on Clear Creek would have heavy use, severe grazing npacts within the exclosure could
aceur 1 livestock or horses breeched the exelosure, maintenance costs would be higher than the
other alternatives and the proposed action, year-round monitoring would be required lor
breeches by wild horses or livestock, and big game movement may be inhibited where the lenee
Is close to or on steep slopes.

Alternative V-No Action - This alternative proposed no management activities or change in
grazing system in the areas identified in the EA. 1 did not scicet this alternative because it was
nol responsive to improving the riparian conditions alang Clear Creek, and it was nol
responsive o betler livestock distribution.



In accordance with 43 CFR 4160.2, the permittee or other interested public may protest those portions
of the proposed decision deseribed above under 43 CFR 41601 1 wniting to the Three Rivers
Resource Arca Field Manager within 13 davs from receipt of this proposed decision at this address:

Burcau of Land Muanagement
Burns District Oftice

28910 Fhwy 20 West

Elines, OR 97738

Any protest should speaity the reasons clearly and concisely why the proposed decision 1s i error,

In the absence ot a protest within 13 days tron recapt of this proposed decision, this proposced decision
shall constitute the final grazing management deeision, without turther notice i accordance with

43 CER 4160.3(a). Should this proposcd decision become the fingl prazing management decision and
vou wish to appeal this decision for the purpose of a hearimg betore an Adonmstrative Law Judyge, n
accordance with 43 CFR 447000y and 43 CFR 4o, vour appeal must be fded within 45 days alter
recetpl of the proposed deciston, as provided tor in 43 CFR 3160300 and deseribed above, in writing,
al the othce of the Freld Manager, at tie above address. A notice o appead led belore the proposcad
deciston becomes Tnal will be treated as a protest. An appeal should specify the reasons, clearly and
concisely, as o why you consider this erazing nunagement decrsion w be i error.

I you wiash to file a petition, pursuant to reeulation 43 CER 421 for acstayv of the effectiveness ol this
decision during the timie that your appeul is being reviewed by the Board, the petition for stay must
accompany your notice of appeal. A petion for stay 1s required o show sufticient justification hased
on the standards histed below. Copies ol the notice of appeal and petition for a stay must be submitted
ta cach party named i this dectsion and to the Interior Board of Land Appeals and 1o the Appropriate
Othice of the Solicitorsee 43 CFR 4,313 at the same tine the arteinal documents are filed with this
olfice. [ vou request a stay, you have the burden of proof to demonstrate that a stay should be granted.

Standards tor Obtainmy o Stay

Foxeept as otherw se provided by Taw o other pertinent reculation, o petitton for a stay of a decision
pendimg appead shall show sutlicient justitication hased on the fallowaing standards:

s The relative harm to the parties o the stay 1s granted or demed.

2, The likelihood of the appellant’s success on the merits.

3 The likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted.
4, Whether or not the public mterest favors granting the stav.
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